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Despite his outstanding contributions to mathematics and astronomy Johannes 
Kepler’s work has suffered relative neglect in the English-speaking world. The 
books of Ms. Field and Mr. Stephenson have moved to remedy that neglect. They 
nicely complement each other. Each deals with different but related aspects of his 
thought; both are essential reading for serious students of Kepler’s achievements. 
Field laments that scholars have ignored Kepler’s cosmology as expounded in 
his Mysterium cosmographicum and Harmonices mundi libri V. Both works have 
been neglected, she maintains, except insofar as the former acts as a precursor to 
the Astronomia nova and as the latter includes Kepler’s third law. Field finds 
this situation particularly regrettable because Kepler’s cosmology influenced the 
development of his astronomical ideas. She thus sets out to reassert Kepler’s 
cosmology in the context of his astronomical and mathematical achievements. 
Field begins by placing Kepler’s cosmology in the historical tradition of Plato’s 
Timaeus and Proclus’s Commentary on the First Book of Euclid’s Elements. In 
his Mysterium cosmographicum (1596) Kepler suggested that the ratios of the 
distances between the six observable planets were equivalent to the ratios between 
the five Platonic solids. As Field notes, Plato’s Timaeus suggested outlines for 
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